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The United States often gives the impression of being the 
pinnacle of a free democratic world where everyone is allowed 
to choose their "route" to personal freedom. The conceptual 
heart of this democratic theory lies in the free and open 
circulation of all ideas, no matter how abhorrent they may be 
to some or all segments of the population. This "free market of 
ideas" is, in essence, the core of a democratic society. Yet as 
Brian Glick has stated, "Government harassment of United States 
political activists clearly exists today, violating our 
fundamental democratic rights and creating a climate of fear 
and distrust which undermines our efforts to challenge official 
policy.1,1
Thus, it seems as if a suppression of ideas through 
political repression by the United States government is 
occurring in contrast to American ideals. This charge of 
political repression is serious because suppression of ideas 
does not merely violate "abstract" theories concerned with 
democracy. It may deprive an entire society of the opportunity 
to find out vital information, to correct widely believed 
mistruths and to consider new ways of solving problems. 
Therefore we must give at least as much attention to the charge 
of abjuration and coercion as toward the acceptance of full 
legitimacy when deciding the effectiveness or "truth" of a 
regime.
The holders of certain ideas in the United States have
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been systematically and gravely discriminated against and 
subjected to extraordinary treatment by governmental 
authorities, such as physical assaults, denials of freedom of 
speech and assembly, political deportations, dubious and 
discriminatory arrests, and overall intense police 
surveillance. I wish to demonstrate that the government's use 
of political repression frequently interferes with the "free 
market of ideas" in American history. This repression is most 
keenly experienced by those who either attempt basic social, 
economic, and political change or by those who directly oppose 
governmental policy. Since most citizens of the United States 
adhere to the dominant ideology and assume a passive posture 
toward their government, they have no consciousness of this 
aspect of American politics.
In examining the existence of political repression in 
America, it is necessary to have a definition which gives
<
legitimacy to this particular polemic stance. Political 
Scientist Robert Goldstein has developed a valid definition of 
political repression:
Political repression consists of government action which 
grossly discriminates against persons or organizations 
viewed as presenting a fundamental change to existing power 
relationships or key governmental policies, because of 
their perceived political beliefs.3
Goldstein's definition is applicable to my thesis because it 
defines political repression within the scope of governmental
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action which discriminates against certain political beliefs 
that are viewed as presenting a fundamental challenge to 
current governmental ideas and/or policies. Goldstein includes 
political beliefs in his definition, which is I feel is crucial 
because it places emphasis on First Amendment rights. These 
rights include, among others, freedom of speech, and freedom 
of association and belief without suffering from governmental 
reprisals or investigation unless clearly connected with 
possible violations of existing laws.3 Thus, attempting to 
repress people due to their political beliefs is antithetical 
to our concept of American democracy.
Having defined political repression, it is important to 
examine what I consider to be two main types of political 
repression, overt and covert. Overt repression can include 
excessive use of police force, harassment through the legal 
system and open surveillance. Governmental overt repression 
uses the media as a tool to disseminate propaganda to the 
public, hoping to instill negative feelings toward the targeted 
organization or individual. It is also the goal of overt 
operations to drive away current members through fear and 
harassment by long, expensive legal battles.
Covert operations, on the other hand, are secret 
techniques used to destroy dissident groups or individuals. 
Often, these techniques are known only to those key government 
officials involved in the operation. Commonly used techniques
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are infiltration into the protest organization in order to 
cause disruption and fractionalization, covert surveillance, 
and psychological warfare. The government seems to use covert 
operations in neutralizing domestic dissident organizations in 
order to continue using undemocratic methods which the public 
may find unsatisfactory. In this way, the government uses 
undemocratic means in order to crush any group or individual 
who questions the legitimacy of American policy.
Because a limit has to be drawn somewhere, I have chosen 
to examine only the Federal Bureau of Investigation's role in 
the government's political repression against protest 
organizations. The FBI, which was established in 1908 as a 
national law enforcement agency, has never been explicitly 
authorized by Congress to gather intelligance on political, as 
contrasted with criminal, targets.4 Nevertheless, dating at 
least from the McCarthy period of the 1950's, the Bureau has 
engaged in active investigations of virtually every major 
dissident political movement in recent American history.* Those 
investigations have involved every type of political 
repression, both overt and covert, ranging from infiltration 
and surveillance to wiretaps and even assassinations.
Focusing on the FBI, I have chosen two case studies I feel 
are representative in supporting the argument that the 
government, through its system of repressive tactics, has 
violated, and continues to violate, citizens' First Amendment
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rights. The first case study, The Black Panther Party, BPP, is 
considered to be the organization which suffered the most from 
political repression during the 1960's due to the FBI's 
COINTELPRO (Counterintelligence Program) against dissident 
groups. Due to the FBI's infiltration and mass covert operation 
into the BPP, the FBI successfully managed to neutralize the 
organization and helped in the fractionalization and 
destruction of the organization which collapsed in 1970-71.
The second case study involves the Committee in Solidarity 
with the People of El Salvador, CISPES, an organization, begun 
in 1980, which opposes the United States' foreign policies 
toward the people of El Salvador. The FBI has repeatedly 
infiltrated local chapters of CISPES all over the nation in 
order to try to neutralize the organization which they feel is 
communist and involved in international terrorism. The second 
case study is important because it proves the continued 
existence of covert and overt operations in the FBI, even after 
they vowed to stop such programs as COINTELPRO in 1971. It also 
lends support to the belief that political repression is a 
construct embedded in American politics. After presenting the 
two case studies, I will examine possible reasons as to why 
political repression remains a constant in our image of 
”American Democracy.”
I. Cage Study #1: The Black Panther Party and COINTELPRO
The period of the 1960's to the early 1970's is 
characterized by many as the arrival of the "counterculture." 
Typical images which come to mind are America's youth, who 
expressed their disdain for American society by adopting dress, 
hair, drugs, sex and life "styles" that outraged older, 
conservative and more powerful Americans. A new social movement 
seemed to be emerging; one that challenged the old constructs 
of "American Democracy", striving to make all inalienable 
rights egalitarian. The opposition wanted to transform the 
nightmare for some into an American dream for all. The Civil 
Rights Movement, The Student Non-Violating Coordinating 
Committee, Students for a Democratic Society, The Black Panther 
Party, and the anti-war movement, among others, all seemed to 
be demanding a new society which reflected the acceptance of 
the value of all human beings. Due to the proliferation of 
various protest organizations, the FBI launched an intensive 
domestic counterintelligence program, COINTELPRO, whose goal 
was to neutralize these protest organizations in order to 
maintain the "status quo.” From the evidence now available, it 
appears that the first FBI disruption program (apart from that 
against the Communist Party) was launched in August 1960 
against groups advocating independence for Puerto Rico.* In
6
7
October, 1961, the "SWP Disruption Program" was put into 
operation against the Socialist Workers Par'. The SWP 
Disruption Program reveals very clearly the FBI's understanding 
of its function: to block legal political activity that departs 
from orthodoxy, to disrupt opposition to state policy, to 
undermine the civil rights movement.7
The success of COINTELPRO, was due to its infrastructure. 
Though covert operations had been employed throughout FBI 
history, the COINTELPRO's were the first to be both broadly 
targeted and centrally directed.* FBI headquarters set policy, 
assessed progress, charted new directions, demanded increased 
production, and carefully monitored and controlled day to day 
operations.* This allowed daily communication between national 
and local FBI field offices, creating a large network able to 
infiltrate protest organizations across the nation and closely 
monitor their every move.
With such a vast network, the FBI could scrutinize the 
moves of each dissident organization and determine if an 
organization was receiving too much public attention. When a 
protest group started gaining momentum through social power 
(increasing membership, media coverage,etc...), the FBI would 
develop a specialized COINTELPRO program to infiltrate the 
specific foundation and destroy the organization through its 
infrastructure by adapting various covert techniques.
By the year 1968, it seems that the Black Panther Party
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had received enough public attention to be initiated into the 
COINTELPRO program. The FBI felt it had identified the 
organization most likely to succeed as the catalyst of a united 
black liberation movement in the United States. This was the 
Black Panther Party for Self Defense in the San Francisco Bay 
area city of Oakland led by Merritt College students Huey P. 
Newton and Bobby Seale.10
The Black Panther Party was founded in 1966 to curb police 
violence against black people. It was one of the first 
organizations in which blacks armed themselves against white 
police brutality. The BPP relied on the principle of armed 
self-defense. Their main goal was to forge direct political and 
economic control within the black ghettoes. Huey P. Newton, co­
founder, Minister of Defense and Supreme Commander of the Black 
Panther Party, defined the goals of the party:
We are attempting to transform an oppressive capitalist 
society into a socialistic society in which each man shall 
participate in the decisions that affect his life, thus 
making him free.11 The Black Panther Party is a 
revolutionary nationalist group and we see a major 
contradiction between capitalism in this country and our 
interests. We realize that this country became very rich 
upon slavery and that slavery is capitalism in the extreme.
We have two evils to fight, capitalism and racism. We must 
destroy both...10
Working from a ten-point socialist program11 for black self- 
determination, the BPP formed (legal) armed street patrols to 
deter police brutality and the KKK, gave out free food and 
health care and fought against drugs. For example, in late
9
1967, the Panthers initiated a free breakfast program for black 
children and offered free health care to ghetto residents.
By the summer of 1968, these undertakings had been 
augmented by a community education project and anti-heroin 
campaign.1* Its weekly newspaper, The Black Panther, brought a 
radical anti-imperialist perspective concerning both national 
and international developments and attracted thousands of 
readers. So, while the BPP began with a core of five members in 
1966, it had grown to include as many as 5,000 members within 
two years and had spread from its original Oakland base to 
include chapters in more than a dozen cities.1*
By "taking care of their own" so to speak, and creating a 
community organization which tended to the direct needs of its 
people, the Black Panther Party gained considerable success. 
Like all African-Americans, they realized the disparity between 
white America and the "black ghetto life.” Yet the Panthers 
went one step further, standing up for basic black rights in 
the face of even the most visible arms of state power. When 
thirty Panthers carried rifles into the State Capitol in 
Sacramento on May 2, 1967, to protest a bill that would make it 
illegal to carry unconcealed weapons, they demonstrated their 
eagerness to face off against the police and gained instant 
visibility.1* With their manifestos and predictions of race 
war and their poster of Newton, sitting in a wicker chair, in 
black leathers, holding a shot gun in one hand and a spear in
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the other against a background of African shields, the Panthers 
presented an image of the antitheses of democratic stability, 
of freedom as perceived by white American elites.17 The 
Panthers had attracted the nation's attention. So J. Edgar 
Hoover decided they had to be destroyed.
In early March, 1968, Hoover had initiated a COINTELPRO-
Black-Nationalist Hate Program. In an Airtel to SAC, Albany,
Hoover put the program into effect with the following goals:
The purpose of this new counterintelligence endeavor is to 
expose, disrupt, misdirect, discredit or otherwise 
neutralize the activities of black nationalist, hate-type 
organizations and groupings, their leadership, spokesmen, 
membership, and supporters, and to counter their propensity 
for violence and civil disorder. For maximum effectiveness 
of this counterintelligence program, and to prevent wasted 
effort, long-range goals are being set. 1) Prevent the 
coalition of militant black nationalist groups. In unity 
there is strength. An effective coalition of black 
nationalist groups might be the first step toward a real 
"Mau Mau" in America, the beginning of a true black 
revolution. 2) Prevent the rise of a "messiah" who could 
unify, and electrify, the militant black nationalist 
movement.3) Prevent violence on the p-rt of black 
nationalist groups. Through counterintelligence it should 
be possible to pinpoint potential troublemakers and 
neutralize them before they exercise their potential for 
violence. 4) Prevent militant black nationalist groups and 
leaders from gaining respectabi1ity. by discrediting them 
to three separate segments of the community. You must 
discredit these groups and individuals to, first, the 
responsible Negro community. Second, they must be 
discredited to the white community, both to the responsible 
community and to the "liberals" who have vestiges of 
sympathy for militant black nationalists simply because 
they are Negroes. Third, these groups must be discredited 
in the eyes of the Negro radicals, the followers of the 
movement. 5) A final goal should be to prevent long range 
growth of militant black nationalist organizations, 
especially among the youth.1*
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While the Black Panthers were not an initial target when 
the FBI initiated the program, their actions and rhetoric had 
gained the group an element of respectability and admiration. 
Fearful, that the BPP was the black organization most likely to 
succeed as the catalyst of a united black liberation movement 
in the United States, the FBI decided the Panthers must be 
neutralized. Therefore, on September 8, 1968, Hoover let it be 
known in the pages of the New York Times, that he considered 
the Panthers ”the greatest single threat to the internal 
security of the country.”19
After they had began the negative propaganda through the 
media, the FBI extensively wiretapped the Panthers and 
established special Panther sguads at all local FBI offices 
where Panthers were active. These FBI sguads and other federal 
agencies supplied information to local police and encouraged 
them to bring charges against and raid Panther groups.20 Due 
to this extensive network, the FBI was able to infiltrate all 
levels of the Black Panther's organization, even in the areas 
of their community work. In a Washington Field Office(WFO), 
FBI investigators had furnished information about a new Nation 
of Islam grade school. They then directed local authorities in 
the District of Columbia area to investigate the situation and 
determine if the school conformed to district regulations for 
private schools. In the process, the WFO obtained background 
information on the Panther parents of each pupil.21
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It seems that the Panthers had nowhere to turn. The FBI 
had successfully infiltrated all levels of the Panther 
organization. By June 1969, the Bureau was investigating all 
forty-two Panther chapters and approximately 1,200 members and 
sympathizers in order "to obtain evidence of possible 
violations of Federal and local laws."32
While the detailed accounts of the FBI's COINTELPRO 
infiltration program into the EPP are numerous, I have decided 
to examine the two incidents which I believe caused the most 
disruption and eventually led to the breakdown of the Panthers 
as an influential group within not only the African-American 
community, but society as a whole.
The first incident concerns the coalition between the 
Black Panther Party and the Student Non-Violent Coordinating 
Committee (SNCC). As mentioned earlier, one of the main goals 
of the COINTELPRO-Black Nationalist Program was the prevention 
of coalitions between black militant groups. The Bureau was 
concerned that the Panthers had linked their recruitment with 
another important oppositional group, the SNCC. One of the 
Panther's first major achievements in this regard came when 
Chairman Bobby Seale managed to engineer a merger of SNCC with 
their organization, an event signified at a mass rally in 
Oakland on February 17, 1968 when Stokely Carmichael was 
designated as honorary BPP Prime Minister, H. Rap Brown as 
Minister of Justice and James Forman as Minister of Foreign
13
Affairs.J' The event cemented an alliance between the BPP and 
SNCC, raising more than $10,000 in funds for the fight against 
white oppression.
Fearful of the possible consequences of a black revolution
that the alliance inspired, The FBI quickly initiated a
COINTELPRO program to "foster a split between... the two most
prominent black nationalist extremist groups."J* A memorandum
from G.C. Moore to H.C. Sullivan, October 10, 1968, outlined
the tactic to be used in splitting the BPP and the SNCC:
The purpose is to recommend the attached item be given to 
the news media source on confidential basis as 
counterintelligence measure to help neutralize extremist 
Black Panthers and foster a split between them and SNCC. 
What we want to promote to the media is the following: 
There is a feud between the two most prominent black 
nationalist extremist groups, the Black Panthers and SNCC. 
The feud is being continued by SNCC circulating the 
statement that: "According to zoologists, the main
difference between a panther and other large cats is that 
the panther has the smallest head."”
In addition to the dissemination of information through
the media, the FBI attacked the leader of the SNCC, Stokely
Carmichael, posing him as a CIA agent in order to facilitate
distrust and hopefully an eventual break with the BPP. In order
to accomplish this the FBI placed a "bad jacket", deliberately
creating the false appearance that Carmichael was himself a CIA
operative. In a memo dated July 10,1968, the SAC in New York
proposed to Hoover the following:
...consideration be given to convey the impression that 
CARMICHAEL is a CIA informer. One method of accomplishing 
this would be to have a carbon copy of an informant report
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supposedly written by CARMICHAEL to the CIA carefully 
deposited in the automobile of a close Black Nationalist 
friend.. .It is hoped that when the informant report is read 
it will help promote distrust between CARMICHAEL and the 
Black Community...I\ is also suggested that we inform a 
certain percentage of reliable criminal and racial 
informants that "we have it from reliable sources that 
CARMICHAEL is a CIA agent." It is hoped that the informants 
would spread the rumor in various large Negro communities 
across the land.36
Once the "bad jacket" was in operation, the FBI proceeded to
finish the coalition through psychological warfare on the Black
Panther Party and Carmichael's mother. On September 4, 1968, a
false phone call was placed to Carmichael's mother, informing
her of her son's imminent danger:
A call was placed to the residence of STOKELY CARMICHAEL 
and in absence of CARMICHAEL his mother was told that a 
friend was calling who was fearful of the future safety of 
her son. It was explained to Mrs. CARMICHAEL the absolute 
necessity for CARMICHAEL to "hide out" inasmuch as seve^l 
BPP members were out to kill him. Mrs. CARMICHAEL appec. 
shocked upon hearing the news and stated she would tell 
STOKELY when he came home.27
Evidence suggests the covert operation worked. The media 
propaganda initiated disruption and unrest between the two 
groups. When the word leaked out that Carmichael was thought to 
be a CIA informant, even Huey P. Newton believed him to be 
guilty. Distrust and fear eventually led Carmichael to leave 
the United States for an extended period in Africa the 
following day after his mother's mysterious phone call. There 
has been no evidence found to suggest a Panther plan was ever 
conceived in order to assassinate him. Fear, distrust, and
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dissemination unified together under the mastery of the 
COINTELPRO program and the BPP/SNCC coalition was destroyed.
Due to the success of the FBI in destroying the coalition 
attempt by the BPP and SNCC, the Panthers remained alone in 
their continued attempts of direct community unity and self- 
sufficiency within the black ghettos. Without the unity and 
support of other black liberation organizations, the excessive 
legal hassles that plagued the Panthers began to take their 
toll. In 1969 alone, law enforcement officers arrested 348 
Panthers on murder, armed robbery, rape, bank robbery, drug 
trafficking, burglary and dozens of other charges.a* While 
most of the charges were fabricated and the Panthers released 
due to lack of evidence, the vast amounts of time and money, 
left many Panthers with little energy to pursue the basic goals 
of their organization.
As the Panthers spent the majority of their time between 
bailing their members out of jail and trying to figure out who 
was trustworthy, it seemed as if the Party was losing its 
organizational grip. The FBI, although knowing the Panther 
Party was quickly losing its ability to remain a threat to the 
"current ruling class", felt that it could not stop the 
COINTELPRO operation. If they stopped the operation now, there 
was a fear that the Panthers could possibly regain their 
previous momentum. Therefore, the FBI decided to up its 
operation and completely destroy the F mthers. Thus, in March
16
1970, the FBI initiated what the Senate Intelligence Committee 
has labelled a 'concerted program" to drive a permanent wedge 
between two factions within the party, one supporting Eldridge 
Cleaver and the other supporting Huey P. Newton.” The idea 
being that the Party was at its breaking point; a rupture in 
the organization's infrastructure would lead to the dissolution 
of the Party.
in order to create friction among the two leaders, the FBI 
utilized methods of disinformation and anonymous letters in 
order to aggravate suspicion. One forged letter to leader 
Eldridge Cleaver expressed concern over the loyalty of certain 
Panther leaders:
I know you have not been told what has been happening 
lately. It is a shame that a person, as well-placed as I am 
and so desirous of improving our Party, cannot by present 
rules travel to or communicate with you. I really don't 
know where you stand in relationship to our leaders and 
really am not confident you would protect me in the event 
of exposure...Things around Headquarters are dreadfully 
disorganized with the Comrade Commander not making proper 
decisions. The newspaper is in shambles. No one knows who 
is in charge. The Foreign Department gets no support. 
Brothers and sisters are accused of al'. sorts of things. 
The point of all this is to say I fear there is rebellion 
working just beneath the surface... I am disturbed because 
I, myself, do not know which way to turn. I may be wrong 
but I think the core of this disloyalty is with persons 
formerly close to the Field Marshall. If only you were here 
to inject some strength into the Movement, or to give some 
advice.. .We must either get rid of the Supreme Commander or 
get rid of the disloyal members.. .Huey is really all we 
have right now and we can't let him down, regardless of how 
poorly he is acting, unless you feel otherwise. Remember, 
he is still able to bring in the bread. — Comrade c— ,0
The letter was designed to cause turmoil among the top leaders
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of both factions. Moreover, it was hoped that Cleaver would 
consider certain leaders from the Newton faction suspicious 
targets as a result of the letter. After the letter was 
received by the Cleaver faction, a heightening of tensions did 
result, exacerbating the split.
Now that the forged letters had caused distrust and 
animosity between the two factions, the Bureau once again 
stepped up its operation. Trumping up false charges, the FBI 
set up various Panther leaders on false murder charges. Bureau 
infiltrators perjured themselves in court in order to help 
convict Panther members and the police often misplaced evidence 
that would free the accused victims.11 Chaos ensued among the 
leaders of the Panther organization as members spread 
themselves thin trying to get members out of legal harassments, 
maintain morale, decide who was trustworthy, and display a 
semblance of cohesion while trying to figure out what or who 
was causing so much conflict.
The murder charges and anonymous letters brought the 
Panthers to question the actions of the organization and the 
legitimacy of its leadership. As control seemed to be slipping 
through their hands and confusion replaced the sense of unity, 
the Bureau was congratulating itself on a job well done. An 
airtel from the Director of the FBI was sent to all the SAC 
offices, congratulating them on a job well done:
Increasing evidence points to rising dissension within BPP
18
causing serious morale problems and strained relationships 
among Panther hierarchy. Primary cause of those internal 
problems appears to be dictatorial, irrational, and 
capricious conduct of Huey P. Newton. His extreme 
sensitivity to amy criticism, jealousness of other leaders 
and belief he is some form of deity are causing severe 
problems within the group. Newton's relationship with 
Cleaver and other top leaders is strained. He recently 
expelled or disciplined several dedicated Panthers.”
The self-congratulatory airtel describes the success in terms
of rising dissension within the BPP causing serious morale
problems and leading to a rapid disintegration of the Party.
The Panther organization responded as any typical group who had
suffered massive human rights violations— by simply collapsing.
In March 1971, FBI headquarters called a halt to the program
since the "differences between Newton and Cleaver now appear to
be irreconcilable." By then, the Panthers were finished as an
effective or influential force."”
Under the ruthless, organized and sustained political
repression, the Black Panther Party valiantly attempted to
continue their crusade; yet the impact of the FBI's operation
crushed any possible impact the Party could have made toward
improving the social constructs of our society. By 1974,
although there was still an Oakland organization, the Black
Panther Party could no longer be considered a viable political
force by any standard or measure.34
Unfortunately, the onslaught which so discredited and
shattered the Black Panther Party did not signal the end of the
COINTELPRO program. The FBI only acknowledged the existence of
19
the program after it was uncovered in 1971. The first concrete 
evidence of COINTELPRO surfaced when a "Citizens Committee to 
Investigate the FBI" removed secret files from an office in 
Media, Pennsylvania and released them to the press.3* That 
same year, agents began to resign from the Bureau and to blow 
the whistle on its covert operations.36
The "Church Committee", the Senate Intelligence Committee 
which was led by Senator Frank Church, then proceeded to 
investigate detailed public documentation of FBI and CIA 
abuses. Thanks to an extended amendment of the Freedom of 
Information Act, the Committee was able to examine many of the 
FBI's COINTELPRO files; evidence from the files seems to 
support the theory that the COINTELPRO program interfered with 
the democratic rights of American citizens and displayed and 
official willingness to abuse the criminal justice system. Due 
to the exposure from the Church Committee investigations, the 
FBI stated that its COINTELPRO operation ended in 1971. The 
Bureau's racist and sexist director, J. Edgar Hoover, died in 
1972. Federal Judge William Webster was then recruited to 
refurbish the public image of a "new FBI."37 If the image is 
refurbished and not the infrastructure of the Bureau, how can 
domestic political repression be halted? Has the FBI ceased its 
hidden war at home?
II. Case Study #2; CISPES and the Executive Order
On January 18,1987, the Boston Globe reported:
Churches and organizations opposed to U.S. policy in 
Central America reported more than 300 incidents of 
harassment from 1984 through 1988, including nearly 100 
break-ins. Important papers, files, and computer disks were 
stolen or found damaged and strewn about, while money and 
valuables were left untouched. License plates on a car seen 
fleeing an attempted burglary of the Washington, O.C. 
office of Sojourners, a religious group that helped form 
the Pledge of Resistance to U.S. war in Central America, 
were traced back to the National Security Agency.”
Were the break-ins just separate incidence of vandalism and
petty theft or was it something deeper? Could there be a
connection between any of the reported accounts of harassment?
On November 27,1984, intruders broke into the office of 
three Central America political groups which were housed in 
the basement of the Old Cambridge Baptist Church, about two 
blocks from Harvard University. Its seems while valuable 
office equipment and a purse containing cash and credit 
cards were untouched, the thieves rifled files and desk 
drawers. The only item missing was the outgoing message 
tape for one of the groups' answering machines. The church 
had recently declared itself to be a part of the Sanctuary 
movement and granted safe haven to a Salvadoran union 
organizer who wore a bandanna over her face in public and 
gave her name only as Bstela. About four weeks later, on 
the night of December 18, five offices in the church were 
ransacked. Again, items of value were left behind. Desk 
drawers and files were examined.”
The break-ins at the Old Cambridge Church did not cease. 
Almost a year later, on the night of December 5, 1985, the 
church was hit again. The door to the church administrator's 
office was broken open. Mail was ripped open and scattered 
along a counter. A drawer containing keys to other offices had
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Were the break-ins just separate incidence of vandalism and
petty theft or was xt something deeper? Could there be a
connection between any of the reported accounts of harassment?
On November 27,1984, intruders broke into the office of 
three Central America political groups which were housed in 
the basement of the Old Cambridge Baptist Church, about two 
blocks from Harvard University. Its seems while valuable 
office equipment and a purse containing cash and credit 
cards were untouched, the thieves rifled files and desk 
drawers. The only item missing was the outgoing message 
tape for one of the groups' answering machines. The church 
had recently declared itself to be a part of the Sanctuary 
movement and granted safe haven to a Salvadoran union 
organizer who wore a bandanna over her face in public and 
gave her name only as Estela. About four weeks later, on 
the night of December 18, five offices in the church were 
ransacked. Again, items of value were left behind. Desk 
drawers and files were examined.39
The break-ins at the Old Cambridge Church did not cease. 
Almost a year later, on the night of December 5, 1985, the 
church was hit again. The door to the church administrator's 
office was broken open. Mail was ripped open and scattered 
along a counter. A drawer containing keys to other offices had
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been opened. In the church basement, the door to the Central 
America Solidarity Association was kicked in. File cabinets and 
desk drawers were opened and files and index cards were strewn 
about the office. On the night of the break-ins, staff members 
of the church and the Central America organizations were at a 
reception to mark the opening of two films about Central 
America.40
Other testimonies, given at the House Subcommittee on 
Civil and Constitutional Rights Investigation of Break-ins at 
Sanctuary Churches and Organizations opposed to administration 
policy in Central America, reflected similar types of 
violations as witnessed by the Old Cambridge Church. Gustav H. 
Schultz, the pastor the University Lutheran Chapel in 
Berkeley, California, whose organization is involved in 
providing advocacy, protection and support of Central American 
refugees and in providing legal defense for members of 
religious groups who do provide such support to the refugees, 
attested to the following:
On the evening of March 8, 1985, someone entered the church 
building by breaking a kitchen window in the lower level. 
They then carefully removed the glass from the upper door 
of an office located on that level. The glass was not 
broken and the police told us there were no fingerprints on 
it. Nothing of value was taken from the office. 
Typewriters, tape recorders, and cash were not taken. 
However, the filing cabinets were left open and files with 
the names of individuals written on them were lying open on 
the desks. The files were those of the Berkeley Emergency 
Food Project, an agency which provides a daily meal to the 
hungry and the homeless.. .During the two months prior to 
the break-ins, several incidents made us begin to wonder if
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they also might be related. On January 8, 1985, we received 
a telephone call from a woman who said that her husband had 
died and she wanted to know if we would like to use his 
birth certificate to obtain a Social Security card for a 
refugee. We informed her that this was illegal and that we 
did not involve ourselves in such activities. We also 
feared some effort to entrap us. Then, on the evening of 
February 22, 1985, a middle-aged Latino male approached a 
student member of our congregation and offered to sell him 
'•blank" birth certificates. Again he suggested that they be 
used for "Central American refugees." The student brought 
the man to speak with me and we informed him that we could 
not become involved in this type of activity. This was the 
second offer of birth certificates in one month. It had 
never happened before and has never happened since.41
Both testimonies seem to suggest the break-ins had to do 
with the organization's involvement in social protest against 
the government's policies toward Central America. The fact that 
files and computer disks were searched and illegal propositions 
made while nothing of value was ever stolen, seems to be 
reminiscent of previous political repression tactics. It leads 
one to question the possible continuance of the FBI's 
COINTELPRO operations, which were supposedly halted in 1971.
Michael Lent supports the theory that the Bureau has not
terminated its COINTELPRO-style operations against domestic
opposition groups, as his testimony indicates:
I am the National Program Coordinator of CISPES, the 
Committee in Solidarity with the People of El Salvador, a 
position to which I was elected on May 27,1985 at our 
national convention, which was held here in Washington 
D.C...my story is somewhat unique in that it was my home 
that was broken into. I had several items of value, 
including over $160 in cash, an airline ticket, a radio, 
television, and other items of value, but nothing was taken 
from the apartment. I want to note here that the cash was 
actually sitting in the top drawer of a dresser and it was 
plainly visible to anyone who was actually looking for
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one suitcase I had which had some CISPES documents in it 
that I was saving, was opened and the papers were strewn 
about as were the other contents in the bureau drawer...As 
a result of this incident, I can only conclude that the 
person or persons who entered my apartment were looking for 
something other than items of monetary value. Since CISPES 
has been part of an investigation on the part of the FBI 
since 1981, I would conclude from that there certainly is 
a good likelihood that either the FBI or private 
organizations working with the FBI could be involved in 
this kind of break-in.4?
According to the information released by the FBI as a 
result of a Freedom of Information Act request by the Center 
for Constitutional Rights, the FBI had 17 volumes of files on 
the CISPES organization. In addition, 24 of CISPES' local, 
regional, and national offices were under investigation as of 
1987.43 Thus, it does not seen coincidental that the majority 
of break-in victims were also affiliated with groups which were 
targeted for official investigation by the FBI. The appropriate 
question is what is CISPES, and more importantly, what is the 
Bureau's justification in placing the organization under secret 
investigation?
The Committee in Solidarity with the People of El Salvador 
was organized in 1980, in opposition to the Reagan 
Administration's policy in Central America, particularly El 
Salvador. Near-daily reports in the news media of the 
institutionalized terrorism of the Salvadoran security forces 
and the increasing atrocities perpetuated by the country's 
death squads(which in turn, provoked sabotage, assassinations 
and bombings by the leftist groups), led U.S. citizens to form
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a number of new organizations around the issue of U.S. policies 
in El Salvador. CISPES opposed the Reagan Administration's 
polices in Central America because the violence in El Salvador 
was escalating dramatically and the increasing amounts of 
United States aid to the Salvadoran government seemed only to 
fuel the escalation of the atrocities. Today, CISPES is a 
national organization with over 100 chapters, many hundreds of 
other affiliates, and tens of thousands of individual 
supporters.44 The goal of CISPES is to change U.S. policy 
towards Central America, El Salvador in particular. They want 
to see an end to the financial support to the current 
Salvadoran government; a government that does not respect the 
political, social, economic, and human rights of the people of 
El Salvador. CISPES supports the right of the Salvadorans 
themselves to decide their future without outside interference.
To date, the organization has not been charged with 
conducting any illegal activities. The organization protests in 
a more legal fashion, by lobbying to Congress, in order to 
pressure the government to stop sending aid. Moreover, the 
group works to free political prisoners and presents various 
educational forums.
Since the CISPES organization had not been charged with 
conducting any illegal activities, why would there be any 
motivation for the FBI to organize the break-ins as argued by 
many of the activists who suffered these violations? A
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teletype to the FBI Director William Sessions from the FBI
Dallas office in September, 1983 gives the reader some insight:
For information of the Bureau, Dallas Division plans 
to introduce an SA (special agent) into the Dallas 
chapter of CISPES. SA who has had extensive 
undercover experience, including recent FBI project 
in Dallas, has been selected to join CISPES and 
attend their meetings and various functions.45
While the reader might think that the Bureau infiltrated the
CISPES organization because it believed that CISPES was engaged
in or planning criminal activities, the next teletype provides
the motivation behind the Bureau's actions:
It is imperative at this time to formulate some plan 
of attack against CISPES and specifically, against 
individuals who defiantly display their contempt for 
the U.S. Government by making speeches and 
propagandizing their cause while asking for
political asylum. New Orleans is of the opinion that 
departments of Justice and State should be consulted 
to explore the possibility of deporting these 
individuals or at best denying their re-entry once 
they leave.46
The teletype reveals the justification behind the infiltration 
into organizations such as the Sanctuary movement and CISPES, 
not because of suspected criminal activities, but because of 
certain individuals who "display their contempt for the U.S. 
Government by making speeches and propagandizing their cause 
while asking for political asylum.M The FBI found CISPES 
objectionable due to the organization's political ideologies 
which were not reflective with those leading the Reagan 
administration; therefore, the Bureau targeced them for
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political repression in hopes to crush the protest group.
The documentation supports the theory that the FBI is
conducting a secret surveillance on the CISPES organization.
There is additional evidence supporting this theory based on
the testimony of Frank Varelli. According to Varelli:
Special Agent Daniel Flannagan provided me with the 
false identification of Gilberto Antonio Ayala 
Mendoza, and directed me to become a very active 
member of U.S. Committee in Solidarity with the 
People of El Salvador, CISPES. After I was given the 
false identity of Mendoza, I joined the local Dallas 
chapter of CISPES, and thereafter attended all their 
meetings that I could. I was specifically instructed 
to learn if CISPES was connected with any other 
terrorist organizations. I was further instructed by 
Flannagan to report on CISPES' internal structure 
and report the names of its leadership as well as 
its membership. I was told the main reason for the 
concern for CISPES was because it was the largest 
and most acv.ive group opposed to the Reagan 
Administration's policies in Central America.47
Varelli's testimony reveals another possible underlying fear of 
the FBI's concerning the organization. Driven by the anti­
communist obsession of the Reagan Administration, it seems that 
the Bureau feared that CISPES was controlled by a hostile power 
and that they were aiding and abetting terrorists. It is 
possible the Bureau predicted that if the government could play 
on the public's fear of terrorism, it could discredit law- 
abiding citizens and neutralize the organization by labeling 
them as fronts through which the Soviet Union and its Mevil 
communist allies” were trying to enter and take over the 
country. The Bureau's imagined outline of an international
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terrorist conspiracy therefore allowed them the justification 
in attacking left and liberal organizations, such as CISPES.
The goal of the FBI became to try to prove that a secret 
terrorist support structure was embedded in the CISPES network. 
This is where Frank Varelli became a key operative. Varelli is 
a Salvadoran native, his family came to the United States in 
1980, after an assassination attempt on his father in 1979. Due 
to his father's job in El Salvador, Varelli had connections 
with the Salvadoran National Guard, especially General 
Casanova. Therefore, the FBI wanted Varelli to make connections 
with the National Guard to find out who was wanted by the 
National Guard, and whether there were organizations in the 
United States against Reagan's policy in El Salvador that had 
contacts with the same elements in El Salvador.48 In return, 
the FBI would furnish the National Guard with the plans and 
operations of "terrorist support" group.;- in the U.S., as well 
as giving the names of persons the United States was deporting 
back to El Salvador and the expected date of arrival.49 Thus, 
formal contact was established between the Bureau and the 
National Guard.
By establishing a formal contact between the National 
Guard and the Bureau which would generate an instantaneous 
knowledge of meetings and plans of members of suspect 
"terrorist groups", it was hoped that the communists could be 
contained before they could manipulate the West.
28
Now that Varelli had created a contact between the right- 
wing governments of both the United States and El Salvador, his 
job became one of gathering information to be used against 
CISPES, the group the Bureau felt most likely to be identified 
with Salvadoran communist factions. By adopting the alias of 
Gilberto Mendoza, Varelli began to associate himself with the 
organization.
Whenever a new group came to Varelli's attention, we 
would draft an airtel to the appropriate field 
office requesting them to open a preliminary 
investigation of the group. He was also involved in 
various objectives, from break-ins, bogus 
publications, and disruption of public events to 
planting guns on CISPES members and seducing CISPES 
leaders in order to get blackmail photos for the 
FBI.50
In addition, one of Varelli's most dangerous projects was 
the "Terrorist Photo Album.” The album was to have a collection 
of the individuals who were active or interested in Central 
American policies who might have terrorist tendencies. The 
pictures were accompanied by a basic identification of the 
individual, data, and a summary of the Bureau's investigative 
interest in the individual. When Varelli finished the album, 
it contained the photographs and descriptions of what was 
speculated or believed to be the involvement in "terrorist" 
activities of almost 700 persons. In reality, Varelli admits, 
the album frequently contained persons who really just opposed 
Reagan's Central American policies.51
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The mere existence of the album displays a tremendous 
contradiction between the government and American democratic 
ideals. The album reveals a new type of criminal standard which 
ignores civil liberties and finds nothing unusual about 
conducting a sustained campaign of political assault against 
law-abiding citizens who disagree with their president's 
foreign policies.
By coming forth with the information surrounding the 
Bureau's continued illegal activities concerning its 
infiltration into domestic oppositional movements, Varelli 
concluded:
Based on the briefings I received from the FBI about 
CISPGS, I was prepared for the worst. The FBI led me 
to believe that CISPES was a radical 11 terrorist" 
organization of the type 1 had encountered in El 
Salvador. I was instructed to watch for evidence of 
arms, arms shipments and safe houses for the hiding 
of terrorists. Never once during the three years of 
my association with CISPES did I encounter anything 
even close to the picture painted by the FBI as to 
what CISPES was supposed to be. Not once did I find, 
see, hear, or observe any illegal conduct of any 
nature. The only criminal activity I ever became 
aware of was that some members of CISPES might be 
arrested at peaceful, nonviolent demonstrations. In 
retrospect, I now realize that the purpose of the 
FBI's attention directed towards the CISPES was 
political and not criminal. The aim of the FBI was 
to break CISPES for its stand against Reagan's 
policy in Central America. Never at any time did the 
FBI ever have any information of any real criminal 
activity on the part of CISPES.52
Frank Varelli's testimony reveals an important insight 
toward the way the government handles instances of political
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oppression toward dissident groups. CISPES, it seems was 
targeted for repression by the Bureau simply on the basis of 
its political ideology which the FBI found questionable; 
therefore, the group was deliberately targeted for 
neutralization•
Today, CISPES still exists with the help of a supportive, 
courageous and strong-based infrastructure which has thus far 
withstood the Bureau's illegal infiltration. The break-ins have 
clearly been an intimidating factor; many local organizations 
have gotten a number of calls from church groups who want to 
know how to deal with their congregations that have been split 
by internal dissension and fear. On the other hand, for many, 
especially those who have worked as activists before, it only 
strengthens their resolve.53 The organization continues to 
oppose the U.S. government's foreign policy toward Central 
America even though many of their offices are still under 
investigation. Political repression, it seems, is not an 
aberration, but rather an unfortunate element in the structure 
of the U.S. government.
If the Bureau agreed to halt the COINTELPRO operations of 
the early 1970's, how has the project of both covert and overt 
surveillance been continued? What has given political 
repression the nourishment needed to survive? Unlike the era of 
COINTELPRO where the repression actually violated federal law, 
todays repression inflicted on domestic oppositional groups is
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endorsed by executive orders, thereby creating laws which 
"legitimize” the governments illegal actions.
As of date, much of what was done outside the law under 
COINTELPRO has since been legalized by Executive Order Ho. 
12333 (December 4, 1981) and the new Attorney General's, 
"Guidelines on General Crimes, Racketeering Enterprise and 
Domestic Security/Terrorism Investigations" (March 7, 1983). 
For the first time in U.S. history, government infiltration 
"for the purpose of influencing the activity of" domestic 
poi tical organizations has received official sanction through 
Executive Order 12333, 2.9. This prerogative is now extended to 
the FBI and anyone acting on its behalf.54
Consequently, this executive order legalizes covert action 
and provides the FBI with a legal vindication for the Bureau's 
investigation on CISPES by legalizing counterintelligence-type 
activities. The government is free to mount electronic and mail 
surveillance without a warrant, and conduct warrantless 
"unconsented physical searches" (break-ins) if the Attorney 
General finds probable cause to believe the action of the group 
is "directed against a foreign power or an agent of a foreign 
power."55 In addition to formulating orders against those 
groups which advocate action ageInst a foreign power, there is 
another Executive Order which is aimed at any organization, 
like CISPES, which attempts to support a toreign country or 
protests against U.S. foreign policy. These organizations can
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be considered a •• threat” to the nation's security and be 
targeted for neutralization. Thus, it seems that these 
Executive Orders enact laws that are aimed at protecting the 
government and not the victims who suffer violations of civil 
liberties. Moreover, they provide an opening for targeting 
groups whose political, cultural, or economic ideologies differ 
from the status quo the government desires to maintain. This 
type of institutionalized intolerance loses sight of the civil 
liberties which are the buttress of the American Constitution 
and critical to the survival of our democratic society.
The existence of the Executive Order assumes that the 
government still feels a need to maintain the option of full- 
scale covert operations in order to neutralize today's 
opposition movements before they gain momentum; there is a 
strong possibility that many of these covert operations are 
currently in operation. It has been demonstrated how the 
COINTELPRO operations have continued despite the commitment to 
cease its practices. In fact, the record of the past 50 years 
reveals a pattern of continuous domestic covert action under 
the last nine administrations.
FBI testimony shows "COINTELPRO tactics" already in full 
swing during the presidencies of Democrats Franklin Delano 
Roosevelt and Harry Truman.56 COINTELPRO itself, while 
initiated under Eisenhower, grew from one program to six under 
the Democratic administrations of Kennedy and Johnson. After
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COINTELPRO was exposed, similar programs continued under other 
names during the carter years as well as under Nixon, Ford, 
Reagan, and Bush. They have outlived J. Edgar Hoover and 
remained in place under all of his successors.*7 Has 
political repression always been a standard feature of our 
government? Or is it possible that political repression has 
emerged as a result of our behavior rather than existing as a 
flaw within our governmental infrastructure? What did H. Rap 
Brown mean when he commented that violence was as American as 
cherry pie?
III. Violence is a learned behavior
Research indicates that violence is a learned behavior 
based on its acceptance from the culture where one resides. In 
respect to American society, the social climate seems to 
nurture and reward violence. While it continues to remain a 
central part of American culture, trends in the target of 
violence shows an integral 1 ink between the nature of political 
repression and general trends in American politics.
The United States currently lives in a capitalist system 
where the focus is on profit; profit is seen as proof of one's 
good work. This ideology implies a "survival of the fittest", 
where not everyone can achieve the goals of wealth and power 
and those less fit are either to be eliminated or subordinated. 
Hence, this archetype of Social Darwinism provides a 
justification for repression and extermination and legitimizes 
these actions as people fight for monetary social rewards. It 
demonstrates how any social order based on the equality of 
wealth and power seems to depend, to some degree, on political 
repression in order to control the disadvantaged minority while 
accumulating or maintaining power.
The U.S. capitalistic ideology creates an environment 
which accepts acts of violence and repression as a necessary 
step in order to reap the benefits of the traditional American 
system. Unfortunately, one of the features of this
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materialistic society is a concomitant depreciation of human 
beings. As people strive to acquire "their" share of material 
wealth, artificial constructs such as private property become 
more valuable than human lives. As a result, violence aimed at 
the destruction or subjugation of human beings is de-emphasized 
as the value of money increases. As one poll indicated, the 
destruction of property is repeatedly judged by Americans to be 
a more serious offense than destroying people, especially if 
those people are Asians, African-Americans, or, to an 
increasing degree, youthful dissenters.** The poll seems to 
echo the sentiment of the majority of ruling-class Americans—  
repression aimed at people through means of violence is 
acceptable as long as it is used as a means of protecting the 
status quo.
While the structure of the capitalist ideology 
legitimizes the presence of violence and the use of political 
repression, it is ultimately up to the people to challenge 
current systems that fail to represent a democratic polity. Yet 
the blatant acceptance of the governmental actions by the 
majority of its citizens allows the American system to govern 
unchecked. Many American citizens are divorced from the 
political arena. It doesn't occur to them to think about 
critiquing their government's actions. Most accept the American 
ideal of democracy without considering what this ideal 
encompasses. In the long run, the apathy of America's citizenry
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can lead to a potentially dangerous situation in which the 
government feels it has absolute decision-making control.
As Americans continue to remain apolitical, political 
activists become a small minority as American society remains 
characteristically unresponsive to reasoned criticism and 
demands for social change. There seems to be a prevailing 
notion of rugged individualism that eschews any attempt at 
collective reform. Thus, it seems apparent that the concept of 
American democracy is antithetical to the reality of the actual 
government; a relatively powerful, centralized minority rules 
the unresponsive majority of the polis. In a setting such as 
this, it is often possible for the government to repress any 
small faction by means of political violence while promoting 
the image of the U.S. as the zenith of the democratic ideal, 
complete with free speech and rule of law.
The government's covert harassment of the Black Panthers 
and CISPES by violating their fundamental democratic rights and 
undermining their efforts to challenge official policy offers 
an insight into the unduly repressive tactics within the United 
States' own borders. The case studies researched above,imply 
that the government has delivered political repression against 
oppositional groups who rise up in protest against both 
structural and physical violence.
As shown earlier, the Black Panther Party emerged in 
response to the oppressive capitalist society which debased the
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value of African-Americans as human beings. Working for black 
self-determination, the BPP attempted to transform the 
oppressive structural violence into a socialist society where 
each human has equal worth. Based on this new egalitarian 
value-system, each human being would the ability to participate 
in the decisions that affect his life.
While emphasizing structural violence, the Panthers also 
attempted to confront the physical violence that they saw as 
the inevitable result of the racist, capitalist system. An 
apparent example is how the Black Panthers formed armed street 
patrols to deter police brutality. In addition, the Panthers 
sponsored free-breakfast programs, health care programs, and 
fought against drug abuse by the black population. By fighting 
against the oppressive structure of American society, the BPP 
hoped to gain autonomous political and economic control of 
their communities.
Like the Panther Party, which emerged in protest against 
both the structural and physical violence in American society, 
CISPES also materialized in order to protest against 
governmental policies which support the use of both structural 
and physical violence in Central America. CISPES is against the 
authoritarian structures which exist in Central America. The 
repressive system legitimizes economic exploitation and human 
rights violations by the right-wing military. Currently, the 
right-wing military, deters opposition through the use of
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physical violence. In Central America, anyone suspected of not 
supporting the government can disappear in the night, never to 
be s<ien again. Death Squads quell any opposition to the right- 
wing administration. It is known that many Salvadorans are 
killed, arrested, jailed as political prisoners or disappear 
under violent circumstances. CISPES protests this reprehensible 
physical violence inflicted on Central America and fights to 
end not only the civil war, but the use of violence against 
Salvadorans.
In opposing the Central American government's support of 
structural and physical violence, CISPES also fights the United 
States' foreign policies that send financial aid to the 
Salvadoran right-wing military. By sending aid to the 
Salvadoran militaries, the United States is supporting both 
types of violence. CISPES not only wants the United States to 
pull out of sending monetary support, the organization 
advocates the right of the Salvadorans themselves to decide 
their own future.
The evidence indicates these two organizations were 
created in order to voice their protests to the amount of 
violence being inflicted toward people as a result of the 
government's policies. In accordance with our democratic ideal, 
the U.S. government is then supposed to accept the constructive 
criticism concerning their decision-making ability and make 
amends. However, in these situations, it appears the government
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portrayed the protest groups r and not themselves, as the 
violent terrorists who must be stopped.
Through infiltration and illegal secret surveillance, the 
FBI caused violent situations to erupt surrounding each 
organization. For example, in the Panther Party, the FBI 
portrayed the party as physically violent and dangerous to 
American society. They arrested hundreds of Panthers on trumped 
charges, caused violent uprisings during their mass rallies and 
assassinated members like Fred Hampton and Mark Clark.** 
Throughout the entire COINTELPRO operation, the FBI sent 
information through the media to foster the opinion that it was 
the Panthers who encouraged the violence. The FBI then 
disseminated information to the public stressing how the 
Panther protest group was causing upheaval in society and 
therefore must be stopped.
Thus, by portraying the oppositional groups as the ones 
encouraging the violence, the government was able to sustain 
its legitimacy while effectively marginalizing domestic dissent 
by making the victims of the political violence appear to be 
the aggressors. Their method of "blame the victim" worked. A 
substantial amount of the public saw these groups and not the 
government, as the threat to cur concept of democracy. Not only 
did this incur a loss a mass public support, the government was 
able to continue to provoke these two dissident movements
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internally. The violent political repression caused at least 
one of the organizations, the Black Panthers, to destroy itself 
through factionalism and other modes of self-destruction. If 
the majority of the public is not willing to participate 
actively within the political arena, or even continually 
critique the government's actions, the government is likely to 
perpetually resort to similar "blame the victim" operations in 
order to maintain control.
The government's (FBI) secret use of violence and 
political repression to crush domestic oppositional movements 
is antithetical to any accepted version of democracy. In the 
name of protecting our fundamental freedoms, the FBI has in 
fact subverted them. While many American citizens openly 
condemn the death squads and secret police that terrorize 
dissident movements in foreign countries, they remain oblivious 
to the same occurrences in their native country. If one were to 
actually apply these same standards to the FBI and other 
branches of our government, he/she would realize that the 
situation is really not all that different here at home.
It is important to understand that political repression 
still exists today under the legalization of various Executive 
Orders, especially Ho. 12333. Moreover, the successful covert 
operations of the Bureau seems to suggest that it will continue 
preventing the success of any significant movement for social 
change in America; it has in effect, become the guardian of the
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status quo.
Oppositional movements today need to be aware of the 
possible dangers the government poses with its legalized arm of 
political repression. By learning the various methods of 
operations, such as portraying the dissident groups as the 
violent terrorists, it is possible to protect an organization 
from domestic covert action. The Bureau has been effective in 
neutralizing oppositional groups in the past by exposing their 
differences and playing on their weak organizational skills. 
Therefore it is important for new social movements to deal 
openly and honestly with the differences among their 
organizations before the FBI has a chance to exploit them. 
There is also a collective need in supporting all activists who 
come under governmental attack. There is a need to build 
supportive networks that take care of one another. By forging 
a collective alliance against the government, it is possible to 
expose the true intentions of the government; there is. strength 
in unity. While it is important to be aware of the possible 
dangers as a result of political violence by the hands of the 
government, it is mandatory not to lose sight of the main goals 
of the organization. Oppositional movements must survive if we 
are to fully exercise our civil liberties as granted under the 
Constitution.
A consequence of the apathy of the majority of the 
American society concerning politics is that the government has
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been allowed to run. rampant in oppressing domestic oppositional 
movements through the use of covert violence. A person who 
actively tries to improve his/her society in ways which 
challenge the current ruling ideology can find him\herself 
deprived of his\her rights to privacy, and subject to physical 
and psychological attacks. The violence will continue to thrive 
so long as America's social institutions are organized around 
values which lead to the debasement of human beings.
The unwillingness of Americans to seriously consider what 
may be radical solutions may mean that American society can 
never solve some of its problems. In order to ameliorate the 
situation, citizens need to transcend their acts of 
consciousness into political activity and resistance. Decisions 
affecting the level of political repression are made as a 
matter of choice by policy-making authorities? political 
repression does not have to occur. By actively participating in 
the political arena and paying attention to the actions of the 
government, people can alleviate the violence inflicted on 
protest groups. Moreover, we need to realize how violence has 
become ingrained in our society as people have continuously 
labored for material security. We need to discover ways in 
which we can live and progress toward a capitalist system that 
can exist without the learned behavior of violence.
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